
ASSURANCES

PKOBLEM: Diverters may be reluctant m install fish screens at their diversions because more
s~ingent fish screen criteria for newly list~, threatened or endangered species could cause them
to invest additional £unds to upsrade theh" screens to meet the new criteria. Conversely,-
regulatory agencies are unable to provide all encompassing assurances since they are required by
their respective Endangered Species sta0ates to provide, adequate protection for

PROPOSAL: Develop an assurances policy similar to the"No
being used by the Department of Interior for the Habitat Process under
provisions of Section 10 of the federal
being applied by the State of California in their Natural
Process) The policy would provide that.no additional
should additional species be listed (providing the ~he
species when the project w~s designed and buil0.
level of comfort and certainty to the.diverter while For listed and
candidate species and ensuring appropriate application Endangered
Species Act~.

Some additional concerns to be addresseA inclu,

Events and condi~ons I
Consistent criteria ( see l~ish Screen
Cost
Op.erations.
Action required if a catastrophic
Operations and maintenance

r maintain the screen

the Fish and WildlJ£e Servi~e and the
Bureau , Anadromous Fish Screen Program, which includes

agencies, on its policy advisory group, can
develop a set. by stakeholders and the interested public

to develop broad assurances this program will address
~ resident fish.

development of a set of assurances that includes recognizing
" diverters whose screens ~re built to spech~cations

the suite that could become endangered in the area of the diversion. Ira
is built to )ec~Flcation the diverter will not be required to upgrade.Ms or her

become of concern, or listed.                   ..    ’

Ronald Bachman, Project Manager
Anadromous Fish Screen Program
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